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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

Z){3 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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Art Unit: 281 1 

1. Claims 3, 5, 9, 11-14, 17 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 3, lines 1-2, claim 17, lines 1-2, the phrase "the channel layer has a width 
smaller than a width of the signal line and the scanning line" is vague and indefinite. 
Fig. 2A discloses the channel layer [115] has a width smaller than a width of the signal 
line [1 1 7a] and a width of the scanning line [111]. Therefore, it is recommended that 
claims 3 and 17 should rewrite as "the channel layer has a width smaller than a width of 
the signal line and a width the scanning line". 

Claim 5, lines 1-2, claim 12, lines 1-2, claim 20, lines 1-2, the phrase "an ohmic 
contact layer between the source and drain electrodes and the channel layer" is vague 
and indefinite. Fig. 2B discloses an ohmic contact layer [116] between each of the 
source electrode [1 17a] and the drain electrode [1 17b] and the channel layer [115], 
Therefore, it is recommended that claims 5, 12 and 20 should rewrite as "an ohmic 
contact layer between each of the source electrode and the drain electrode and the 
channel layer". 

Claim 9, line 11, the phrase "a protection film formed on an entire surface" is unclear 
as to what entire surface is it being referred to. Fig. 2B discloses a protection film (the 
unshaded area) formed on an entire surface of the substrate [107]. Therefore, it is 
recommended that claim 9 should rewrite as "a protection film formed on an entire 
surface of the first substrate". 
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Claim 9, lines 14-15, the phrase "the drain electrode is parallel to the signal line and 
is formed to cross the scanning line" is vague and indefinite as to which scanning line is 
it being referred to. Therefore, it is recommended that claim 9 should rewrite as "the 
drain electrode is parallel to the signal line and is formed to cross said at least one of 
the plurality of scanning lines". 

Claim 1 1 , lines 1-2, the phrase "the channel layer has a width smaller than a width of 
the signal line and the scanning line" is vague and indefinite. Fig, 2A discloses the 
channel layer [1 1 5] has a width smaller than a width of the signal line [1 1 7a] and a width 
of the scanning line [111]. Therefore, it is recommended that claim 1 1 should rewrite as 
"the channel layer has a width smaller than a width of the signal line and a width of said 
at least one of the plurality of scanning lines". 

Claim 13, lines 1-2, the phrase "the scanning line has a portion enlarged in the 
vicinity of the signal line" is vague and indefinite as to which scanning line is it being 
referred to. Therefore, it is recommended that claim 13 should rewrite as "said at least 
one of the plurality of scanning lines has a portion enlarged in the vicinity of the signal 
line". 

Claim 14, lines 1-3, the phrase "the channel layer is formed along the signal line over 
the scanning line, and has a width enlarged as much as a width of the scanning line is 
enlarged" is vague and indefinite as to which scanning line is it being referred to. 
Therefore, it is recommended that claim 14 should rewrite as "the channel layer is 
formed along the signal line over said at least one of the plurality of scanning lines, and 
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has a width enlarged as much as a width of said at least one of the plurality of scanning 
lines is enlarged". 

2. Claims 15, 16, 18 and 19 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 15, lines 13-14, the phrase "wherein the drain electrode is parallel to the signal 
line and formed to cross the scanning line" is not grammatical correct. It is 
recommended that claim 15 should rewrite as "wherein the drain electrode is parallel to 
the signal line and is formed to cross the scanning line". Appropriate correction is 
required. 

3. Claims 2, 4 and 6 are allowed. 

4. Claim 9 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

5. Claim 1 5 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the objection 
set forth in this Office action. 

6. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: The major difference in the claims not found in the prior art of record is the drain 
electrode is parallel to the signal line and is formed to cross the scanning line. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven Loke whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1657. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:20 am to 5:50 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eddie Lee can be reached on (571 ) 272-1732. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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May 27, 2005 



Steven LokG 




